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Thanks for the too *ourth ^ecade reviews. Dave Keck though he'd .fen t them to me 
but he didn't. 

W ith regard to your| letter, I ktfow nothing about Maggie. Never heard of her. 

A^d x hope ypur feealth is fine again. 

I do not know D e Vries. ^e has Ms ow]/ agenda and resentments and he is entitled to 
them. But he is also remarkably insensitive. 'When only about a fourth or a fifth of 
what wrote was published, and he laxows that, what basis can he have for coinplaininng 
about what_ omitted and he soys did not write about? As it happens, DeVries is incorrect. 


And ho did not ask me. Never spoke to me. As before writing what he did, by Ms ow)/ stand- 
ard ho should have. 


dhat he says on page 23 about my telling someone he doeriiot identify that °ase Open , 
was half dictated is without any basis at all. I dictated nothing and never have. 

What I sent and they liked was the unretyped first draft. They were to have edited 
it. Tlieyd didn§/t. Tk#i ( rJ 

It happens that I've gotten more than 200 letters from total strangers aft er they 
read c ase Open. Not one even hints at a single criticism DeCries assumes they will all 
have, .ith the except of one from Jim Monroe , who J think will not write me agai)/, they 
are all glowing praises. 

I fear that omniscient ^eVries is lacking in understanding in what he says x said 
about EilIX D a vid Bui and HojemarklJillis. #r pehaps fee was self-compelled to stretch to 
justify a preconcpetion, but I neither said not implied what he says. 

Footnotes are a pj/psical impssibiJrty/^nd a mask for often fiisgonest writing. Did 
I give the sources in the text, wMch 1 have always done? Of course 1 did. $o why the 
ajilficiality of so many young fogies? 

Agiotong full well that 75-530/* of what I W^rote was cut out he griticizies me for 
referring to those tram^p as winos. I suppose he is one of those who stupidly hung them- 
selves up on that fiction. Well, I h/?d too of the best sources and went into that and in 
1968 I forced an FBI investigation the result of wMch 1 have-and cited. 

I doii^t mind any of it. But the |eVrieses ought recognize the hazard of throwing^ 
stones from glass houses. 



